The data presented in this article contains information on 189 rice breeders from 51 rice-growing countries around the world. Firstly, this unique dataset permits to lay down a baseline of currently used breeding methods. Secondly, the data allow to make an assessment of the adoption behavior of rice breeders towards alternative breeding methods, and in specific rapid generation advance. A global online survey in Google Forms was conducted to obtain information about the different aspects of the adoption process. Both the raw and cleaned data are made available, along with Stata code to promote further research into adoption of breeding methods by public and private breeding institutes.
a b s t r a c t
The data presented in this article contains information on 189 rice breeders from 51 rice-growing countries around the world. Firstly, this unique dataset permits to lay down a baseline of currently used breeding methods. Secondly, the data allow to make an assessment of the adoption behavior of rice breeders towards alternative breeding methods, and in specific rapid generation advance. A global online survey in Google Forms was conducted to obtain information about the different aspects of the adoption process. Both the raw and cleaned data are made available, along with Stata code to promote further research into adoption of breeding methods by public and private breeding institutes. 
Data
This dataset contains information on 189 rice breeders from 51 rice-growing countries around the world. The data provided focuses on four aspects of the adoption process: (i) individual breeder characteristics, (ii) internal and (iii) external characteristics of the organization, and (iv) stated reasons for adoption or willingness to adopt rapid generation advance. This information is completed with the current state of adoption or willingness to adopt rapid generation advance for varying levels of intensity (i.e. use as main method, secondary method or for testing only).
Related research articles
Two research articles are based on this dataset. Lenaerts et al. [6] describe the survey and discuss the variables related to the individual breeder characteristics, the internal and external characteristics of the organization, and the stated reasons for and status of adoption or willingness to adopt rapid generation advance. Collard et al. [3] provide a decomposition by country of the total number of responding breeders using RGA (as main method, secondary method, or for testing only).
Experimental design, materials, and methods
A global online survey in Google Forms was conducted in 2015 to reach rice breeders worldwide [6] . The individual breeder characteristics, the internal and external characteristics of the organization are recorded for 2015 only. The adoption status of RGA was recorded for an entire breeding career, i.e. adopters may have been using RGA at the time of the survey or may have used it sometime in the past. Given breeding is a continuous process and the survey only captured breeding status in 2015, adoption could have happened at any time in the past (before completion of the survey). The survey was constructed using an adoption framework developed by Lenaerts et al. [6] , which in turn was based on England et al. [4] and Rogers [5] . All participants voluntarily consented to participate in the study and
Value of the data
Unique data on rice breeding institutes, extending the older and more limited in scope article by Hargrove [1] . Lays down a baseline of breeding methods used in 2015 for later comparison, valuable for policy evaluation given ongoing transformations in public rice breeding [2, 3] . Allows an assessment of the adoption behavior of rice breeders towards alternative breeding methods, specifically rapid generation advance (RGA) The data is relevant to rice breeding professionals and policy makers The dataset will enable other researchers to construct a more refined adoption framework to be used in follow-up studies Specifications were able to withdraw from the survey at any time. Full disclosure was given about the research goals and the privacy of participants was ensured by removing all identifying information within the dataset, such as name, email, and institute's name. Participants were not required to leave identifying information (i.e. possibility to fill in the survey anonymously) [6] . More details about the adoption framework and survey methodology underlying our datasetdincluding the survey itselfdare described in Lenaerts et al. [6] . Stata code to clean the raw data, as well as a legend are available in the Supplementary material to this article.
